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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 

OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION AP- 
POINTED BY THE INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PARAGRAPH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 
DATED 13 MARCH 1946, 


27 July 1946, 
(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1000 HOURS, ) 
COMMISSIONER; 
M. Rasanov, 


IHE O.K.W. 
MAJOR GENERAL ADOLF HEUSINGER, a witness, stook the stand 


7 
and testified as follows: Ie е 


> 


COMMISSIONER ВАЗАМОТ: Raise your right hand and repeat 


this oath after me: 

I Swear by God, the Almighty and Omniscient, that I will 
speak the pure truth and will withhold and add nothing, 

(The witness repeated the oath.) 

COMMISSIONER RAGANOV: “ You may be seated, 

Dr. Laternser, will you bring in your affidavit and give 
us a brief statement of what you want the witness to bring out? 

DR. LATERNSER: I want to question the witness concerning 
Affidavit No. 20, USA 564. I want to ask him some questions which will 
clear up some misunderstandings by the defense, 


COMMISSIONER RASANOY: You may begin the Sxamination. 





ASE E ы TT IT 


27 July 
Heusinger. 


DR. LATERNSER: Witness, you wrote affidattt 20, USA Exhibit 


THE WITNESS: Yes, 
COMMISSIONER RASANOV: What is your rank? 
THE WITNESS: I was a major general, 

BY DR, LATERNSER: 

Q You were, according to your statement, in the operations 
section of the OKH - the high command of the army - at the beginning 
of the war and from 1940 to 1944 you were its chief? 

A I was chief until July 20, 1944, 

Q You have received special, good, inside information on military 
matters? 

А I believe that I can state that. 

Q In paragraph 3 of your affidavit, you state, and I quote: 
"Therefore in all questions in the operations section in the east, 
the chief of the general staff was responsible and for all questions 
outside of the operations area, the OKW - the high command of the armed 
forces, for instance, for all troops which were in the Reichs Commissar 
агеа!" 

А At that time I was asked concerning the dividing line between the 
authority of the OKH and the OKW in the east. With this statement, I 
wanted to show where the border line of authority of the OKW and OKE 
мав in the east, I did not have to concern myself by giving this answer 
concerning the authority of the SS units, but it was rether just to clear 
the division that I wanted to show between the OKH on one hand and the 


OKW on the other. 
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DR, LATERNSER: Рог instance, you state in your affidavit 
that the chief of the general staff of the army was responsible for all 


the operations in this ares. Is it not correct that for the economic 


distribution, the Economic staff east and Goopring were they not re- 


sponsible? 

THE WITNESS: That is certain, I want to state that I, as 
chief of the operations section, һай to do with the actual operational 
leaĉership, 

BY DR. LATERNSER: 

Q In other words, you do not mean all questions, but all military 
questions? 

A Yes, I meant military questions, There you had the question 
of how far is the OKH responsible, the chicf of the general steff of 
the army and how far is the OKW responsible, 

Q I wanted to clear that one point, since your statement that 
the chief of the general staff of the army was responsible for the 
entire area could be given a much more general meahing, 

Now, I have the following questions: You said that the chief 
of the general staff of the army was responsible, but he had no author- 
ity to give orders, 

A He was the first advisor to the Commander in Chief of the 
army and after Beneral Brauchitsch left he was the first adviser to 
Hitler. 

Q In other words, if I understand you correctly, you want to say 


by the word responsible the commander in chief of the general staff was 
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reeponsible for the working out of the plan. Who was the man who would 
give the orders on thés plan? 

A Of course only the commander in chief of the army. First, Von 
Brauchitsch and then Hitler. Of course, Von Brauchitsch was bound to 
the orders he received from Hitler, 

Q In the fourth paragraph you state and I quote: "All police and 
SS unite in the Reichs Commissar east were also subordinate to the 
Reichsfuehrer SS." To what extend did these units, for example the 
higher SS and police leaders in the Reichs Commissar west, did they not 
stand under the directions of the Reichs Fuehrer, but rather the OKW? 

A For instance, in the territorial "e. De aii of 
subordination and I want to state quite expressedly here it was a 
very difficult one, but after this long period it is very hard for me 
to remember all phases and points of this matter of subordinate, I 
want to state now in a broad sense for example the named officers or 
offices as part of their duty were responsible to the Reichs Fuehrer $8, 
however, for the territorial questions, such as questions of ledging 
and other questions connected with that, they were responsible to any 
orders of the OKW, 

Qq To what extend did these unite ~ now we are speaking of security 
unite, SS units and police units, come under the authority of the Reichs 
Commissar? 

A In territorial questions, 

Q In other words, as you state here, "All police and SS unite in 
the Reichs Commissar were also subordinate to the Reichs Fuehrer ss," 


and that is now quite complete because you also state that these units 
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were, insofar as territorial matters were concerned, under the jurisdiction 
of the Reichs Commissar? 

A I wanted to bring out the point that the subordination was not 
juet a single subordination, but double and more than that depending on 
the areas. If I remember correct, after the office of the chief of anti- 
partisan war=-fare had been created, the technical direction staff units 
were handed over to the chief of the anti-partisan wer-fare, 

Q When you state that the technical direction went over to the 
chief of anti-partisan war-fare, do you mean that General von dem Bach 
was just more or less an information center, or was he the actual chief 
of these anti-partisan actions? 

A In my opinion, he was much more than just an information connection 
point, He had the duty to issue unified directives for the anti-partisan 
warefare, During large scale anti-partisan operations, he was in charge 
personally of these operations, I am now thinking for instance of the 
operation southwest of Welliki Luki where I know positively that von dem 
Bach personally was in command, 

Q You stated also that the directfwes as to the manner and methods 
of carrying out partisan operations were issued by the OKW and that the 
OKH merely was responsible for the tranemission of these orders, Do you 
remember & directive, which was given out in 1942 which regulated the 
authority concerning the anti-partisan operations} 

А I do know of a draft of ап anti-partisan directive, that was in 


1943 or 1944 which was supposed to have been issued and if I remember 
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correctly, it was worked out at the ОКИ by а general staff efficer, but 
1t мав eupposed to be issued by the chief of the anti-partisan operations. 
I cannot remember апу previous anti-partisan directives. The reason for 
that was that I, as chief of operations section of the OKH, did not have 


anything to do with the anti«par ti вап operations which were in the hands 


of the qufarter-master general of the army. 


Q Therefore, you do not know if any such anti-partisan directives were 
issued? 

A I cannot answer this question. 

Q Yesterday, the witness, Rode of the command staff of the RSHA, 
stated that he had discussions with officers of the OK" and OKH concerning 
the anti-partisan actions and the destruction through these actions of 
Jews and other elements, Did the OKH give any directives for the exe 
termination of Jews? 

DR. KEMPNER; We object against this type of questioning. There 
is no reference to Rode in this affidavit. We don't know what this witness 
has already stated and General Heusinger does not know it either, 80 
General Heusinger can only be asked about the things he knows and not 
about what some other witness stated he thought about it. 

DR. LATERNSER: I don't think thet there could be any doubt 
that the question І put is admissable. The point of the question is whether 
or not the OKH ever gave out any directives for the extermination of Jews 
and in order to prove that, the prosecution has referred to the affidavit of 
Rode, I don't believe there could be any question concerning the right 
of this question. 


MR. RAPP: We are not objecting to the admissability of the 
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question itself, we are merely objecting that the name is introduced in 
this question and it is entirely irrelevant. We respectfully request 
that the name of Rode be restricted from the record.. 

DR. LATERNSER: I need this point in orderthat I can ask the 
witness a further question after this question, 

CAPTAIN RAPP} I would like to call the attention of counsel 

dows not know who 

to the fact that I assume that the ӨК. ج‎ Rode is or that 
Rode has given a previous affidavit, 

DR. LATERNSER: That I want to find out with the next question 
and it is Жикихи inseperable from this question, 

DR. KEMPNER: For reasons I do not understand, for many days the 
defense counsel has introduced things which have nothing to do with the 
very restricted topics the court ordered in the cross examination, They 
are trying to slip something over our heads, what we do not know and 
other people do not know either, This witness is here tn order to be 
questioned as to whether his affidavit is correct or not and not whether 
Rode's affidavit is correct or not, 

COMMISSIONER RASANOV: Dr. Laternser, do you have something to 
say? 

DR. LATERNSER: Ко. 

COMMISSIONER RASANOV: I quite agree with the prosecution because 
the testimony of tris witness should be of a restricted nature and your 


question has absolutely nothing to do with the witness we эге examining 
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now. Your question refers to some other witness and the questions, 
which you are allowed to put to the witness, should be absolutely re- 
stricted to the affidavit concerning this witness. Will you please go 
to the next question, Dr. Laternser? 

BY DR. LATERNSER: 

Q I will now ask the same question without the previous remarks, 
Did the OKH give any orders for the destruction of Jews? 

A In my opinion there were no orders given by the OKH for the 
destruction of Jews, 

Q During the discussion of the anti-partisan actions, was this 
question discussed? 

A I pointed out already that I was concerned with anti-par tisan 
actions only from the summer or fall of 1943, I personally did not 
participate in discussions where this plan was discussed, 

Q Did the OKH give out an order stating that no prisoners were 
to be taken in these anti-partisan operations? 

DR, KEMPNER: І don't see enything in this affidavit which 
says the witness said so before. 

DR. LATERNSER; Commissioner, would you please look at paragraph 
four of the affidavit? It states that it was the witnesses! personal 
opinion that the treatment of the civilian population and the fighting 
of partisans in operation zones gave a welcome opportunity for the 
political and military leadership to accomplish their aim of systematically 


reducing Slavs and Jews. In this connection, the question is absolutely 


important, I repeat the question, which I gave before. Did the OKH 
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issue any directives, according to which no prisoners were to be taken 
during anti-partisan operations? 
CAPTAIN RAPP; The defense has asked the witness a question 


whether or not the OKH has given orders (a) for the destruction of 


Jews and (b) whether or not partisan prisoners should be taken, There is 


no statement in the affideattt stating that the OKH gave orders to that 
effect. 

DR. LATERNSER; If these goals were present, then they only 
could have been carried out by giving these orders, 

MR, ВА5ББОҮ; It is alright, you may continue, Dr. Laternser. 
BY DR. LATERNSER; 

Q Witness, I ask you to answer the question. 

A I do not know of any orders, which stated that no prisoners were 
to be taken. 

Q You stated in paragraph 3 of your affidavit that all questions 
involving the treatment of all matters pertaining to the population and 
the fighting of partisans, in accordance with orders from the OKW, was 
the responsib£ty of the Quartermaster General of the OKH, I ask you, do 
you have any knowledge of any orders, which were qupposed to be given 
by the Quartermaster general, which were against international law? 

А I do not believe he gave such orders, 

Q In paragraph 4 of the affidavit, you make the following Жн statement 


and I quote: 
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"It has always been my personal opinion that the treatment of the 
civilian population апд the methods used EE isl warfare in the 
operational areas, presented the highest military and political leaders 
with a welcome opportunity for accomplishing their aim of systematically 
reducing Slvas and Jews." Whom do you mean by the highest political 
leaders, 

A Hitler personally, May I explain that in more detail? 


Q Witness, later I want to ask you a few questione in this connection. 


Did you ever hear or мав it your impression of the purpose of anti- 


partisan verf fare of the commander in chief of the army or an army group 


state the same convictions or the same opinions, or that they had this 
knowledge? 

A No, 

Q Was the chief of the general staff of this opinion? 

À No, but I suppose he knew the impressions or the ideas of Hitler, 

Q What do you understand by the term when you state in your 
affidavit "Always already?" 

A After the end of December, 1941 I atéended every day the daily 
situation conferences with Hitler in the afternoons, I did not attend 
those meetings before the end ofDecember, 1941 and the anti-partisan 
Operations developed in the east in 1942, Hitler, during the various 
situation discussions, made several statements concerning the People's 
fight, as he called it himself, 

Q I ask you, witness, to make your answers short, I asked you what 


you mean by “already always". I would like to ask you did you have this 


personal opinion always already ог did you receive it after you saw a number 
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of signs and XEÉE acts here? 

A It was formed in the course of the years. 

Q If you state it had always been my personal opinion that the 
treatment of the civilian population and the methods of anti-partisan 
warfare presented the highest military and political leaders miüEkm with 
the welcome opportunity to carry out their plans, namely the systematic 
extermination of Slavs and Jews, then there had to be а specific time when 
you formed this personal opinion of yours. 

А It was formed by me from this time on, that is the summer and 
fall of 1942. 

Q You state, if I understand your answer correct, that you started 
forming this opinion at that time. When did you get this personal opinion 
thet you put in paragraph 4? 

A I actually cannot give a specific date, . 

Q Witness, as you stated here “always been my personal opinion" that 
there had been such a goal, then you must give a specific time, Is it 
possible that you have had this final personal opinion only after you saw 
the entire connections, after the breakdown of Germany? 


DR. KEMPNER: I object to this question. The witness has answered 


the question, he said since 1942 and not that he formed his opinion afker 


the entire connection and the breakdown of Germany. 
DR, LATERNSER: That is not correct, The witness stated that he 


started forming his opinion in the summer and fall of 1942, but that he 914 
not have it at that time. I want to ask the witness to find out from what 
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time on he was of this opinion, This point is important, 
COMMISSIONER RASAMOV: The witness has answered your question, 
He said he does not remember the exact date when his opinion was formulated, 
DR, LATERNSER; If you don't know this date exactly, would you 
give me the approximate period when you got this opinion, that is the period 
from which you had this personal opinion, that is when you realized that 
this anti-partisan warfare presented the highest military and political 


leaders with the welcome opportunity of carrying on their aim of systematic- 


ally reducing Siva Slavs and Jews? 
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COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Can you answer this cuestion, witness? 

A. Yes, I will attempt to. About the Spring of 1944. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Go on with your examination Dr. Laternser, please. 
BY DR. LATERNSHR: 

O But now you state in this affidavit that it had already been your personal 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Dr. Laternser, you must go to another question. 
The witness has already answered this question. Please proceed. We are very 
limited in time and we cannot spend any more on this question, 

Q What did you do when you arrived at this opinion? Did you discuss it with 
your corrades and state "here is the opportunity or here is the goal to exterminate 
Jewism and Slavism? 

DR. KEMPNER: We object because Mr, Heusinger is a witness and not a 
defendant and there is nothing said in the affidavit as to what he did, whether he 
did and why he should do. 

DR. LATERNSER: Т asked the witness whether, after he had arrived at this 
opinion, he discussed this opinion with comrades and if he had done anything after 
he had arrived at this opinion. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Well I don't see that this question is relevant to 
the affidavit of the witness. We have already asked the witness about these personal 
opinions but it is not so important to know whether he discussed his personal 
opinion with comrades or not, 

DR. LATERNSER: I want to find out whether he is not mistaken about the 
time because if he had this personal opinion at that time already it is most probable 
that we would have discussed it with comrades. 


COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Witness, did you make a mistake in the time? 


WITNTSS: I answered to bhe best of my knowledge and I sel that ie was 


very hard to give an exact time. 
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DR. LATERNSER: I request that the question I asked be permitted. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Will you repeat the question? 

DR. LATERNSER: The question was: At the time you formed this opinion in 
the Spring of 1944, did you discuss your personal opinion of the purposes of the 


Anti-Partisan warfare with any of your comrades. 


COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: You may answer this question, witness, but very 


shortly. 

WITNESS: In the Spring of 1944 the situation on the Eastern Front was 
so tense that it was necessary for me to give my a entire time to the military 
operations and military duties and we did not have much time or chance to discuss 
the occurrences behind the front lines at that time, 

DR. LATERNSm: That is not the question. I asked whether you talked 
to comrades about this personal opinion of yours. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Witness, answer Yes or No to the question. 

WITNESS: Under oath I can only say possibly. 

BY DR. LATERNSER: 

Q With whom could you "possibly" have mimEkmH? talked? 

A With the Quartermaster General. 

Q Also with General von Botlar wkkk whom you knew quite well? 

A With him without а doubt surely not. 

Q If you had this opinion how could you remain in an important posit ion in 
the OKH? 

DR. KEMPNER: We object for the same reason. This man is a witness here 
and not a defendant. Т do not think he has to answer such а question, Why he re- 
mained or why he did not remain has nothing to do vith the affidavit. 


DR. LATERNSER: But it has to do with the credibility. 
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A Т handed in my resignation three times and it was turned down every time. 


Q Is that why you turned in your resignation? 
A Т handed in my resignation because the entire military leadership in the 
Rast and everything that was connected with it led towards destruction = leadership 
through Hitler, remember, 
COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Have you any further ouestions, Dr. Laternser? 
DR. LATERNSER: No further questions. 
COMATSSTONER RASUMOV: Have the prosecution any questions? 
DR, KEMPNER: I have a few. 
RE-EXAMINATION 
BY DR. KEMPNER: 
Q You made this affidavit which was placed before you here? 
A Yes. 
Q That was in December 1945? 
A Yes. 
Q Do you consider what you stated at that time, under oath, to be 100% 
correct? 
A I made supplemental explanations to this affidavit today upon the questions 
of the defense lawyer. 
Q And as far as you did not give any explanation it is 100 percent correct? 
A T did not see the affidavit any more since December of 1945, It is very 
hard to answer this cuestion. 
4 Do you want to read it through once more, quickly? 
A Yes, if 1 may. 
(Witness is handed а copy of the Affidavit) 
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A Concerning the third paragraph, I have already explained to the defense what 


I meant by that. The same is true of the fourth paragraph. Where I speak in para- 
graph 1 of SS units, I was speaking of the SS units that I knew, that is the Waffen-SS. 
After the breakdown, during the Жикихкидхая interrogation, I was asked repeatedly what 
I knew about the SD and I answered that question negatively because Т did not have 
any information about it. As far as I state in paragraph 2 that methods of carrying 
out counter-partisan operations were carried out on orders from Fitler after con- 
sultation with Himmler, I do not know, after the office of the Chief of the Counter 
Partisan Operations was created, to what extent Himmler gave directives to von dem Bach. 

Q There is no necessity to repeat what you have already stated, 

A Under paragraph 4 I want to say again that under highest political and 
military leadership I meant Hitler personally. 

О And his military advisers? 

A I only meant Hitler because I only heard these things from him. 

Q Would you include today his direct military advisers or his close military 
advisers? 

A From what I have heard since the breakdown here in Nurnberg during the trial 
I would say that whether I wanted to or not I would have to include Keitel in this 
groupe 

Q From when to when were you present during these "situation discussions?" 

A Usually only about the first half or three-quarters of an hour of the 
discussion, during which we discussed the front line business. 

Q What period was that? 

A From the end of December 1941 to the 20th of July 194A, with short breaks 


in between. 
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Q And who was present with you at these meetings? 

A There was from OKW, RiXm Field Marshal Keitel, Colonel General Jodl, not 
always General Warlimont and then a number of young officers and adjutants that 
changed continually, 

Q And who else? 

A From the OKH, Chief of the General Staff of the Army, I, and during the 
first year, that is 1941, the Ouartermaster General of the Army and other officers 
if needed. 

0 And during those conferences the Fuehrer Spoke several times concerning the 
severe warfare against other people (Volkstumskampf?) 

A He stated that the battle in the East was a battle between two races, two 
people, and that the result could only be the victory of one side or the other, 
the complete victory and he, Hitler stated, would see to it that the loser would not 
be Germany. 

Q And the destruction of the other race, the other people, meant the complete 
victory, is that right? 

A TI don't want to use the term disappearance of the people because it is 
hardly possible to let a people disappear. 

Q How about the Jews? 


A Т cannot state under oath here that Hitler used the word "Jewry" in this 


connection at that time. 


O Who was meant under the term "people" or "race?" The Slavs, the Russians 
and not the Jews, or the whole group? 

A Anything was meant which resisted subordination under Фит Germany. 

О How often did he say that during these situation discussions - five times, 
ten times,-twenty times, - approximately? 


A т would say about five times. 
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DR. KEMPNE?: Thank you, that is all. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Witness, in your affidavit ; in paragraph 4, where 
you sand "systematische reduzierung", does that mean systematic extermination? 

WITNESS: I meant by that removal of those that attempted to resist sub- 
ordination under Germany. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Have you any further questions, Dr. Iaternser? 

DR. LATERNSER: No further questions, 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: The witness may be excused, 

(The Commission adjourned at 1130 hours.) 
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OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF TESTIMONY FOR THE DEFENSE 
OF ORGANIZATIONS, TAKEN DEFORE А COS ION АР» 
POINTED BY ТУЛ INTERNATIONAL MILITARY TRIBUNAL 
PURSUANT TO PAGADRAIFH 4 OF THE ORDER OF THE TRIBUNAL 
ратар 18 MARCH 1240, 

27 July 1940, 


(THE COMMISSION CONVEEED AT 1000 HOURS.) 


MAJOR GENERAL ADOLF HBUSINGRR, а Witness, took the stand 
and tostified as follows: 

со тати RASANOV: Raise your right hand and repeat 
this oath (ter me: 

I swear by God, the Almighty and Gmiscient, that I will 
speak the pure truth and will withheld and add nothings 


(Ine witness repeated the oath.) 


COMMISSIONER RASANOVs You may be seated. 


Dr. Laternser, Wil you bring in your affidavit and give 
us а brief statement of what you want the witness to bring out’ 

DR. LATERNSSR: I want to question the witness concerning 
Affidavit Но, 20, VSA 664, I want to ask him some questions which will 
clear up sane migunderstandings by the defense. 


QObM/IBSIONER RAGANOVs You may begin the examinatione 
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DR. LATERVSERs Witness, you wrote affidavit 20, USA Exhibit 


The WITHDSSs Тов, 
GOMMISSIONMR RASANOVs What is your rank? 
ТИЕ WITNESS: 1 was a major generale 
BY DR. LATEANSERs 
4 You wore, according to your statement, in the operations 
section of the OU «+ the high command of the army = at the beginning 
of the war and fron 1940 to 1944 you were its chief? 
А I was chief until July 20, 1944, 


Q You have received special, good, inside information on military 


matters? 


A I believe that I can state thate 

' 4 In paragraph 5 of your affidavit, you state, ала i quote: 
“therefore in all questions in the operations section in the east, 
the chief of the general staff was responsible and for all questions 
outside of the operations area, the ОГИ «+ the high command of the armed 
forces, for instance, for all troops which were in the Reichs Commissar 
area?" 

A АФ that time I was asked concerning the dividing line between the 
authority of the ОЮН and the OKW in the cast. With this statement I 
wanted to show where the border line of authority cf the OKW and ОТИ 
was in the east. 1 did not nave to concern myself by giving this answer 
concerning the authority of the 55 units, but it was rather just to clear 
the division that I wanted to show betwoon tho ОКИ on ono hand and the 
Оки on the other, 
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DR. LATERNSERs For instance, you state in your affidavit 
that the chief of the general staff of the army was responsible for all 
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the operations in this area, Та it not correct that for the ecananic 
distribetia, tho emis Staf? cnet and Gearing wire thay net то» 


sponsible? 

ТИБ WITNESS: That is-certaing I want to state that I, as 
chief of the operations section, had to do with the actual operational 
leadership. 

BY DR. LATERUSERS 

Q In other words, you do not moan all questions, but all military 
questions? 

А Yes, I meant military questions, There you had the question 
of how far is the OKI responsible, the chief of the general staff of 
the army and how far is the OE! responsible. 

G I wanted to clear that one point, since your statement that 
the chief of the general staff of the army was responsible for the 
entire area could be given a much more general meanings 

Sow, 1 have the following questions; You said that the chief 
of the general staff of tho army was responsible, but he had no authore 
ity to give orders, 

A He was the first adviser to the Commander in Chief of the 
army and after General Brauchitsch left he was the first adviser to 
hitler, 

8 In other words, if I understand you correctly, you want tc say 
by the word responsible the commander in chief of the general staff wes 
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respoasible for the working out of the plane о was the пад who would 


_ 


give the orders on this plan? 

А Of course only the commander in chief of the army. First, Vou 
Brauchitech and then Hitler, ОГ course, Von Braushitech was bound to 
the orders he received fron Hitlers 

8 In the fourth paragraph you state and I quote: “All police and 
88 unite in the Reichs Commissar east were also subordinate to the 
Reichsfuehrer 054." To what extent did those units, for example the 
higher 55 and police leaders in the Reichs Camissar west, did they not 
stand under the directions of the Reichs Fushrer, but rather the ОКИ? 

A For instance, in the territorial placements there was the 
question of subordination and I want to state quite expressedly here 
it was a very difficult one, but after this long period it is very hard 
for me to remember all phases and points of this matter of subordinates 
I want to state now in a broad sense for example the named officers or 
offices as part of their duty were responsible to the Reichs Fushrer 55, 
however, for the territorial questions, such as questions of lodging 
and other questions connected s&h that, they were responsible to any 
orders of the OF, 

Q To what extent did these -unitse-now we are speaking of security 
units, 58 units and police units, cowe under the authority of the Reichs 
Commissar? 

A In territorial questions. 


Q in other words, as you state here, "А11 police and 55 units in 


the Reichs Commissar wore also subordinate to the Reichs Fuehrer 52," 


and that is now quite complete because you also state that these units 
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were, insofar as territorial matters were concerned, under the 


=e 


jurisdiction of tho Reishs Commissar? 

А I wanted to bring out the point that the subordination was not 
just a single subordination, but double and more than that depending on 
the areas, If I remember correct, after the office of the chief of anti- 
partisan warfare had been created, the toal&ieal direction staff wits 
wore handed over to the chief of the auti-partisam warfare, 

Q When you state that the technical direotion went over to the 
chief of antiepartisan warfare, do you mean thet General von deu Bach 
was just more or less an information center, or was he the actual chief 
of these antiepartisan actions? 

A In my opinion, he was much nore than just an information connection 
pointe He Lad the duty to issue unifiod directives for the anti-partisan 
warfare. During large scale anti-partisan operations, he was in charge 
personally of these operations, I sm now thinking xf for instance of the 
operation southwest of Welliki Luki where I know positively that von dem Back 
personally was in comand, 


ч You stated also that the directives as to the manner and methods 


of carrying out partisan operations were issued by the OKW and that the 
ОКИ merely was responsible for the transmission of these orders, Do you 
remember а directive, which was given out in 1942 which regulated the 
authority coneersing the anti-partisan operations? 

А І do know of а draft of an а144-раг “4 вал directive, that was in 
1943 or 1944 which was supposed to have been issued and if I remember 
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correctly, it was worked out at the ОКИ by a general staff officer, but 
it was supposed to be issued by the chief of the auti-partisan operations. 
I cannot remember any previous antí-partisan directives. The reason for 
that was that I, as chief of operations seotion of the ОКЕ, did not have 


-6- 


anything to do with the antiepartisan operations which were in the hands 
of the quarteremaster general of the arny e 

m Therefore, you do not know if any such antiepartisan directives 
were issued? 

А I cannot answer this question, 

4 Yesterday, the witness, Rode of the comand staff of the RSHA, 
stated that he had discussions with officers of the ОКУ and ОЁН concerning 
the astiepartisan actions and the destruction through these actions of 
Jews and other elements, Did the ОКИ give any directives for the exe 
termination of Jews? 

DR. КИ We object against this type of questioning, There 
is no reference to Rode in this affidavit. Не don't know what this witness 
has already stated and General Heusinger does not knowit either, so 
General Heusinger ean only be asked about the things he mows and not 
about what same other witness stated he thought about ite 

DR, LATERNSURs: I don't think that there could be any doubt 
that the question I put is admissable. The point of the question is whether 
or not the ОКЫ ever gave out any directives for the extermination of Jews 
&ad in order to prove that, the prosecution has referred to the affidavit of 
Rode. I don't believe there could be any question concerning the right 
of this question, 


Mi. RAPP, We are not objecting to the admissability of the 
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question itself, we are merely objecting that the nane is introduced in 


Te 


this question and it is entirely irrelevant. We respectfully request 
that the nano of Rode be restricted fron tho recorde 
DR. LATERNSER: I need this point in order that 1 can ask the 

wituess a further question after this question, 

GAPTAIN RAPP, 1 would like to call the attention of counsel 
to the fact that I assume that the witness does not know who Rode is or 
hat Rede has given a previous affidavit, 

DR. LATERNSER: That I want to find out with the next question 
&nd it is inseparable from this quostion. 

DR. KEMPHER, For reasons I do not understand, for sany days the 


defense counsel has introduced things which have nothing to do with the 


very restricted topics the court ordered in the cross examination. They 


are trying to slip something over our heads, what we do not know and 
other people do not know either, This witness is here in order to be 
questioned as to whether his affidavit is correct or not and not whether 
Rode's affidavit is correct or not. 


COMMISSIONER RASANOV: Dre Laternser, do you have something to 


DR. LATERNGEN: Но, 
COMMISSIONER RASANOV) 1 quite agree with the prosecution because 
the testinony of this witness should be of a restricted sature and your 


question has absolutely nothing to do with the wituess we are examining 
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now. Your question refers to some other wituess and the questions, 
which you are allowed to put to the witness, should be absolutely re- 
stricted to the affidavit concerning this witness, Will you please go 
to the next question, Dre Laternsor? 

BY DR. LATZINGER4 

Q I will now ask the same question without the rre ious remarks, 
Did the ОКИ give any orders for the destruction of Jews? 

А ln гу opinion there were no orders given by the ONE for the 
destruction of Jews. 

5 During the diseussion of the antiepartisan actions, was this 
question discussed? 

A I pointed out already that I was concerned with anti-partisan 
actions only from the sumer or fall of 1945. I personally did not 
participate in discussions where this plan was discussed, 

Q Did the ОКИ give out an order stating that no prisoners wore 
te be takon in these anti-partisan operation$? 

DR. KEMPNER: I don't seo anything in this affidavit whieh 
says the witness said so before. 

DR. LATERNSERs Commissioner, would you please look at paragraph 
four of the affidavit? It states that it was the witnesses! personal 
Opinion that the treatment of the civilian population and the fighting 
of partisans in operation zones gave a welcome Opportunity for the 
political and military leadership to accomplish their aim of systematically 
reduoing Slavs and Jews, In this connection, the question is absolutely 


important, 1 repeat the question, which I gave before, Did the ОКТ 
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issue any directives, according to which по prisoners wore to be ‘taken 
during anti-partisan operations? 
| GAPTAIN RAPP; The defense has asked the witness a question 
whether or not the ОКК has given orders (а) for the destruction of 
Jews and (b) whether or not partisan prisoners should bo taken, There is 
no statement in the affidavit stating that the ОКИ gave orders to that 
effect. 

DR. LATERUGER: If these goals were present, then they only 
Gould have been carried out by giving these orders, 

MR. RASENOV: It is all right, * may continue, Dr, Laternsore 
BY DR. LATERNSERş 

4 Witness, I ask you to answer the question. 

A I до not inow of any orders, which stated that no prisoners were 
to be taken, 

а You stated in paragraph 5 of your affidavit that all questions 
involving the treatment of all matters pertaining to the population and 
the responsibility of the Quartermaster General of the ОКН, Т ask you, do 
you have апу knowledge cf any orders, which wore supposed to be civen 
by the Juartermaster general, which were against international law? 

A I do not believe he gave such orders, 


R In paragraph 4 of the affidavit, you make the follow ny statement 
and I quote; 
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"Tt has always been my personal opinion that the treatment of the 
civilian population and the methods used in antiepartisan warfare in the 
operational areas, presented the highest military and political leaders 
with a welcome opportunity for accomplishing their aim of systematically 
reducing Slavs and Jews," "hom do you mean by the highest political 
leaders e | 

n Hitler personally, Мау 1 explain that in rore detail? 

Q Witness, later I want to ask you a few questions in this connections 
Did you ever hear or was it your impression of the purpose of anti- 
partisan warfare of the commander in chief of the army or an army group 
state the same convicatjons or the sanw opinions, or that they had this 
knowledge? 

А №, 

Q Was the chief of the general staff of this opinion? 

A No, but I suppose he knew the impressions or the ideas of Hitler. 

@ What do you widerstdnd by the term when you state in your 
affidavit “Always already?" 

A After the end of December, 1941 I attended every day the daily 
situation conferences with hitler in the afternoons, І did not attend 
those meetings before the end of December, 1941 and the anti-partisan 
operations developed in the east in 1942, Hitler, during the various 
situation discussions, made several statewents concerning the people's 
fight, as he called it hinself, 

x I ask you, witness, to make your answers short. 1 asked you what 
you mean by "already always." I wuld like to ask you did you have this 


personal opinion always already or did you receive it after you saw a number 
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of signs and acts here? 

А it was formed in the course of the years. 

Q If you state it had always been my personal opinion that the 
treatment of the eivili&n population and the methods of antiepartisan 
warfare presented the highest military and political leaders with — 
the welcome opportunity to carry out their plans, namely the systematic 
extermination of Slavs and Jews, then there had to be а specific time when 
you formed this personal opinion of yours. 

A Tt was formed by ne from this time on, that is the sunar end 
fall of 1942, 

Q You state, if I understand your answer correct, that you started 
forming this opinion at that time, When did you get this personal opinion 
that you put in paragraph 4? 

А I actually eannot give a specifie date, 

Q Fitness, as you stated here "Always been my personal opinion" 

that there had been such a goal, then you must give a specific tine. Is 
| it possible that you have had this final personal opinion only after you 
saw the entire connections, after the breakdown of Germany? 

DR. KEMPNER: I object to this question, Tho witness has answered 
the question, he said singe 1942 and not that he formed his opinion after 
the entire connection and the breakdown of бегиелу» 

DR, LATERNSER: That is not correct. The witness @tated that he 
started forming his opinion in the swamer and fall of 1942, but that he did 
not have it at that time. I want to ask the witness to find out fran what 
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time on he was of this opinion. This point is important. 
COMNISSIONER RASAMOV, The witness has answered your questione 
He said he does not remember the emet dato when his opinion was formulated. 
DR. LATERESER: If you don't know this date exactly, wuld you 
give me the approximate period when you got this opinion, that is the period 
from which you had this personal opinion, that is when you realised that 
this antiepartisan warfare presented the highest military and political 
leaders жий with the welcome opportunity of carrying om their aim of 


systematically reducing Jlavs and Jows? 
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Take à e Pg. 1 
Lo&ser 

47 July 1940 
Heusingor 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOVs Can you answer this question, witness? 

& Yes, I will attempt to. About the pring of 1044. 

COMMISGIONER REAUMOV4I Go on with your examination Dr. Laternser, pleases 
BY DR, LATERNGERs 

Q But mow you state in this affidavit that it had already been your personal 

COMMISSIONIR RASUMCV: Dr. Laternsor, you must со to another question, 

The witness has already answered this question. Please proceed, По aro very 
limited in time and we cannot spend any more on this question. 

Q What did you do when you arrived at this opinion? Did you discuss it with 
your comrades and state "here is the opportunity or here ig the сов4 to exterminate 
Jowism and Slaviam? 

DR. EXMPRER, Пе object because Mr, leusinger is а witness and not а 
defendant and there is nothing said in tho affidavit as to what be did, whether he 
did and why he should do, 

DR. LATERNSUR: Iesked the witness whether, after he had arrived at this 
opinion, Һе discussed this opinion with comrades and if he had done anything after 
he had arrived at this opinion, 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV Well I don't see that this question is relevant to 
the affidavit of the witness. пе have already asked the witness about these personal 
opinions but it is not so important to know whether he discussed his personal 
opinion with comrades or note 

DR, LATERNSER: I want to find out whether he is not mistaken about the 
time because if he had this personal opinion at that time already it is most probable 


that we would have digeussod it with comrades. 
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ASUYOV: Fitness, did you make a mistake in tho time! 


- 2- 


NESS: I answered to the best of my knowledge ani I stated that it 
was very hard to give an exact tine. 


DR 


. LATURNSE: I request that the question I asked be permitted. 


COMMISSIONLA RASUMOV: "411 you repeat the question? 


Dt. LAT RNS"R: The question was: At the time you formed this opinion 


the Spring of 1944, did you discuss your personal opinion of the purposes of the 
Anti~’artisan warfare with. any of your сошгадез, 
COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: You may answer this question, witness, but very 
shortly. | 
AITNISS: In the Spring of 19kk the situation on the Eastern Front was 
so tense that it was necessary for me to give my entire tine to the military 
operations and military duties and we did not have much time or chance to discuss 
the occurrences behind the fpont lines at that time. 
ж. LATERNSER: That is not the question. 1 asked whether you talked 
to comrades about this personal opinion of yours, 
COMMISSIONER RASUMOVs Witness, answer Yos ог No to the question. 
WLINESS: Under oath I can only say possibly. 
BY DR. ТАТ КЕЗГЕН 
4 With whom could you "possibly have talked? 
With the Quartermaster General, 
Also with General von Dotlar whom you knew quite well? 
A With him without a doubt surely not, 
4 If you had this opinion how could you remain in an important position in 
the ОКН? 
DR, KEMPNER; We object for the same reason. This man is a witness here 


and not a defendant. I do not think he has to answer such a question, у he re- 
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mained or why he did not remain has nothing to do with the affidavit, 


-}- 


sR: Put it has to do with the credibility. 

A 1 handed in my resignation three times and it was turned down every tine. 

J Is that why you turned in your resignation? 

А I handed in my resignation because the entire military leadership in the 
East and everything that was connected with it led towards destruction - leadership 
throuzh Hitler, remember. 

COMMISSIONGR LASUMOV: Have you any further questions, Dr. Laternserf 
Жо LATERNGIRA: No further questions. 
COMMISSIONSR RASUMOVs Have the prosecution any questions? 
DR. KOWPNTRs I have a fewe 
RES ELA INATION 
o КЕУРИ 

You made this affidavit which was placed before you here? 

Yes. 

Q That was in December 1915? 

A Yes. 

i Do you consider what you stated at that time, under oath, to be 1007 


correct? 


A I made supplemental explanations to this affidavit today upon the questions 


of the defense lawyers 
4 And as far as you did not give any explanation it is 100% correct’ 
A 1 did not see the affidavit any more since December of 1945. it is very 
answer this question. 
Do you want to read it through once more, quickly? 
Yes, if I may. 


(Witness is handed a copy of the Affidavit) 
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А Concerning the third paragraph, І have already explained to the defense what 
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I meant by thate The same is true of the fourth paragraph. ‘here I speak іп para- 
graph 1 of 33 units, І was speaking of the 55 units that I knew, that is tne saffen-55. 
After the breakdown, during the interrogation, I was asked repeatedly what I knew 
about the 5D and 1 answered that question negatively because I did not have any 
information about it. As far as 1 state ín paragraph 2 that methods of carrying 
out counter-partisan operations were carried out on orders from Hitler after cone 
sultation with Himmler, Т do not know, after the office of the Chief of the Counter 
Partisan Operations was created, to what extent Himmler gave directives to von dem Bache 

2 There is no necessity to repeat what you have already stated. 

A Under paragraph I want to say again that under highest political and 
military leadership i meant Hitler personally. 

1 And his military advisers? 

A 1 only meant Hitler because I only heard these things from hin. 

4 Would you include today his direct military advisers or his close military 
advisers; 

А From what I have heard since the breakdown here in Nurnberg during the trial 
1 would say that whether JI wanted to or not I would have to include Keitel in this 


groupe г 


) From when to when were you present during these "situation discussions?" 


A Usually only about the first half or three-quarters of an hour of the 


discussion, during which we discussed the front line business, 

2 What period was that? 

A From the end of December 1911 to the 20th of July 19hh, with short breaks 
in between, 


J And who was present with you at these meetings? 
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A There was from ОКИ, Field Marshal Keitel, Colonel General Jodl, not 


eife 


always General “arlimont and then a number of young officors and adjutants that 
changed continually. 

J And who else? 

А From the OKH, Chief of the General Staff of the Army, I, and during the 
first year, that is 1911, the Quartermaster General. of the Army and other officers 
if needed, 

J) And during those conferences the Fuehrer spoke several times concerning the 
severe warfare against other people (Volkstusskampf?) 

A lie stated that the battle in the базі was a battle between two races, two 
people, and that the result could only be the victory of one side or the other, 
the complete victory and he, Hitler stated, would see to it that the loser would 


not be Germany. 


Q0 And the destruction of the other race, the other people, meant the complete 


victory, is that right? 

А 1 don't want to use the term disappearance of the people because it is 
hardly possible to let a people disappear. 

B How about the Jews? 


А Т cannot state under oath here that Hitler used the word "Jewry" in this 


connection at that time. 
"ho was meant under tho term "people" or rece?" The Slavs, the Russians 
and not the Jews, or the whole group? 


A Anything was meant which resisted subordination under Germany. 


? How often did he say that during these situation discussions ~ five tines, 


ten times, ~ twenty times, ~ approximately? 
A I would say about five times. 


DR, KoMPNERs Thank you, that is all, 
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COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Witness, in your affidavit, in paragraph h, where 


aba 


you said "systematische redusierung", does that mean systematic extermination? 
ITN SS: I meant by that removal of those that attempted to rosis sube 
ordination under Germany» 
Ws Have you any further questions, Dr. Laternser! 
No further questions, 


Азот The witness nay bo excused. 


(The Commission adjourned at 1130 hours.) 
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quos thon itself, we aro merely objecting that the name is introcucod in 
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responsibility of tho Quartermaster Gonorol of theOKH, I ask you, do 


о" 


navo апу knowledge of any orders, which wore supposed to bo givon by 


5291 





бї = 3 - Mochan 


ermaster goneral, which wore against international law? 


I do not boliovo Но gavo such orccrse 


In paragraph 4 of tho affidavit, you mole the following statement 


always been my personal opinion that the t reatment of the 
the methods used in anti-pmrtisan warfare in 
areas,prosonted the highest military and political loaders 
ortunity for accomplishing their aim of systomatically 
Jows Whom do you mean by the highest political leaders, 


n 


ay I explain that in more detail? 
questions in this connection, 
over hear or was it your impression of the purpose of anti-partisan 


commander in chief of the army or an army group 


victions or the sano opinions, o муз they had this knowlodge? 
E o 


supposo he know tho impressions or tho ideas of Hitler. 


u understand by the torn when you state in your 


Docorbor, 1941, I attonded ovory day tho daily 
Hitler in tho afternoons, I did not attond 
December, 1941 and tho anti-prtison 
oporationus Covelope. in tho cast in 1942, Hitler, during tho various 
discussions, mado sovoral stotononts concerning tho pooplo's 
ho callod 
make your answors short, I askod you what 
ould like b ask you did you havo this 
opinion always already or did you rocoivo it sftor you вом a 
Signs and acts horo? 


a "Y X1 S 1 > nm e 
Formed in tho course of tho уопгве 


CAPE (NNO 
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Q If you state it had always boon my porsonal opinion that tho 
creatmont of tho civilian population ahd tho mothods of anti-mrtison 
warfare prosontod tho highest military ond political lcadors with tho 
wolcome opportunity to carry out thoir plans, namely tho systonotic 
extermination of % end Jows, thon thore had to be a specific time 
whon you formed this personal opinion of yourse 

A It was formod by me from this time on, that is tho summer and 
falli of 

Q stato, if I understand your answor correct, that you startod 
forning is opinion at that time. ‘Шоп did you get this personal opinion 

in paragraph 4? 
І actu^lly cannot give a spocific anto, 
Witness, as you stated horo “always beon my personal opinion" that 
had been such a goal, thon you must give а specific time, Is it 
personal opinion only after you 
ofter the breakdown of Germany? 
witness has answered 
er 
brookdown of Germanye 
LATERHSER: That is not corr The witness statod that he 
fall of 1942, but that he did 
to find out from wha 
of this opiniones This point is igportant, 
NER RASJUI0Vs: The witness has answored your quostion,.. Ho 


1 1- 


he Coes not romombor tho oxaot date Àn his opinion was formulated. 

DE. L4TERHSER: If you don't know this dato exactly, would you give 
mo the approximate period whon you got this opinion, that is tho poriod 
fron which you nad this porsonal opinion, that is whon you ronlizod tha 
this anti-partison warfare »rosontod tho highest military ond political 


loaders with tho wolcono opportunity of carrying on their ain of 


ically reducing Slavs and Jows! 


Т 
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COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Can you answer this question, witnoss? 

ie Тов, I will attempt toe About the Spring of 1944. 

CO MISSIONER RASUMOV: Go on with your examination Dre Laternser, please, 

D. LATERNSER: 

O, But now you state in this affidavit that it had already been ycur 

onal 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOVs Dre Laternser, you must го to onothor question, 
The witness has already answered this question. Please proceed. We are very 
limited in time and we cannot spend any more on this question. 

Qe What did you do when you arrived at this orinion? Did you discuss 
it with your comrades and state “here is the opportunity or herc is the goal 
to exterminate Jewism and Slavism? 

DR. КЕМРМЕК: Че obj use lir. Heusinger is a witness ond not a 


E 


defendant anc there is nothing said in the affidavit as to what he did, 


whether ho did and why he should do, 
ERNSER: I asked the witness whether, after ho ha? arrived at 
discussed this opinion with comrades and if ho had done 


anything after he had arrived at this opinione 


JOMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Holl I don't see that this question is relevant 


tho affidavit of tho witnesse e have alrcady asked tho witnoss about 


зо important to know whether he dise 
cussed his personal opinion with comrades anc if he had done anything after 
ho hac arrived at this opinione 
С0: 7188 TONER RASUMOV: Toll I don't see that this question is relevant 
to the affidavit of tho witnesse Го have already asked the witnoss about 
^ersonal oninions but it is not so important to know whothor he dise 
with comrades or not. 
I want to find out whether he is not mistaken about the 
beeause if he hac this personal opinion at that tino alrcady it is most 
able that wo would have discussed it with comrados, 
CO.: ISSIONER RASUMOVs  .itnoss, Cid you make a mistake in tho time? 
-ITNESS: І апвиогос to the best of my knowledge and I stato that ho was 


very hard to rive an exact timo. 
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Di. LATERNSER: І request that tho question I asked bo permitted, 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Will you repeat the question? 

DR. LATERNSER; The question wast At the time you formed this opinion 
Spring of 1944, did you discuss ‘your personal opinion of the purroses 

o anti-Partisan warfare with any of your comradese 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: You may answer this question, witness, but very 
shortly. 

‘ITNESS: In the Spring of 1944 the situation on the Fastern Front was so 
tenso that it was necessary for me to give my entire time to the military 
operations and military duties and wc did not have much time or chance to 
Ciseuss the occurrences behind the front lines at that timc, 

That is not the question. I asked whether you talked to 
comrades about this personal opinion of yours. 

COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: ‘Jitne answer Yos or No to the question. 

isos Under oath I can only say possibly. 
BY DR. LATERNSUR; 
lith whom could you "possibly" have talked? 
With the Quartermaster Goncral, 
Also with Goncral von Botlar whom you knew quite well? 
«ith him without c doubt surely not, 
If you had this opinion how could you remain in an important position 
the ОКВ? 
DR. KEMPNER: fo object for the same reason. This mon is a witness here 
not a defenlante І do not think ho has t^ answer such a question. Лу 
ho remained or why he did not remain has nothing to do with the cffidavit, 
Di. LiTERNSER: But it has to do with the credibility. 

ie I handed in my resignation throe times and it was turned down every 
timo, 

Is that why you turned in your resignation? 

^. I handed in my resignation bocause the cntire military leadership in 
the Enst and everything that was connected with it led towards destruction == 


leadership through Hitler, remember» 


ze 


3c 
де 95 
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COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Have you any further questions, Dr. Laternser? 
DR. LATERNSER: Мо further questions. 
COMMISSIONER RASUMOV: Have the prosecution any questions? 


BR. KEMPNER: I have a fewe 


RE-EXAMINATION 
a 

BY DR. KEMPNER: 

You made this affidavit which was placed before you here? 

Yese 

That was in December 

Yese 

Yo you consider what you stated at that time, under oath, to be 100% 
correct? 

I made supplemental explanations to this affidavit today upon the 


2 


questions of the defense lawyer. 


П 


Qe And аз fa you did not give any explanation it is 100 percent 


not sce the fidavit any more since December of 1945. It is 
hard to answer this question 
Do you want to read it through once more, quickly? 
if 
is handed 2 copy of the Affidavit) 
Concerning the third paragraph, I have already explained to the 
o what I meant by thate The same is true of the fourth paragraph. here 
k in pararraph 1 of SS units, I was speaking of tho SS units that I 


na. 


know, that is the /affeneSS. after the breakdown, curing the interrogation, I 
wns asked repeatedly what I knew about the SD and I answered that question 
negatively because I did not have any information about ite As for as I state 
in paragraph 2 thet methods of carrying out counter-partisan operations were 
cut on orders from Hitler after consultation with Himmler, I do not 
the office of the Chief of the Counter Partisan Operations was 


what extent Himmler gavo directives to von dem Bache 
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Qe There is no necessity to ropeat what you have alrondy stated. 
Under paragraph 4 I want to say again that uncer highest political 
I meant Hitler personally. 
ary advisers? 


I only meant Hitler because I only heard these things from him. 


include today his direct military advisers or his close 


I have heard since the breakdown here in Nurnberg during 
the trial I would say that whether I wanted to or not I would have t 
Keitel in this group. 
Q. From when to whon woro you prosont during those "situation discussions 
Usually only about the first half or three-wuarters of an hour of the 


‘urine which we discussed the front line businesse 


From the end of December 1941 to the 20th of July 1944, with short 
betweene 

with you at these meetings? 

Еіс10 Marshal Keitel, Colonel Gencral Jodl, not 


then a number cf young officors anc adjutants 


T Г . a a 3 A 1 
p "hiof of tho General Staff of the Army, I, ond during 


1 
1 


1941, the Quartermaster General of tho Army and 


during those conferences tho Fuehrer spoke several times concerne 


vere warfare against othcr people (Volkstunskompf?) 


stated that tho battle in the East was а battlo botwocn two races, 
an^ that the result could only be the victory of ono side or the 


| completo victory and he, Hitler stated, woul’ sce to it that tho 


complete victory, is that rij 
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Ае І don't want to use the term disappearance of the people because 
is hardly possible to let a people disappear. 
How about tho Jews? 
I cannot state under oath here that Hitler used the word "Jewry" 
this connection at that timo, 
"ho was meant uncer the term "people" or "race?" Tho Slavs, the 


and not the Jews, or the whole group? 


anything was meant which resisted subordination under Germanye 


he say that curing these situation discussions == five 


times, ten times, -- twenty times, -- approximatcly? 
I would say about five times. 
KEMPNER: Thank 
ISSIONER RASUM Jitness, in your affidavit, in paragraph 4, where 


"systematische roduziorungz", 


does that mean systematic extermination? 
ITNESS: I meant by that removal of those that attempted to resist 
rdination under Germanye 
Have you any further questions, Dr. Laternser? 
4 TERNSERs Мо further questions, 
CONILISS IONER RASULOV: T witness may be excused. 
mission adjourned at 1130 hours) 
ж ж ж 
ine foregoing is a о and correct transcrint of the testimony of 


GEN SRL ADOLF HEUSINGEP, takon on 27 July 1946. 
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